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Gradhiji would consider the Governmental machinery itself
as unconstitutional if it is undemocratic and rooted in injustice
and exploitation. Civil resistance is the most consthuLionel and
sacred duty of the people towards such a Government.32

Even from the point of view of absolutists persuasion to
educate public opinion is everywhere considered constitutional,
and non-violent direct action is the most effective form cf
persuasion, being the appeal of the suffering love to the head
through the heart. In the words of Gandhiji, "Saiyagraha is the
greatest means of educating the public and awakening the
people/'33 Even if the satyagrahi is mistaken, his resistance
harms none but himself, for he proceeds by sell-suffering. His
opposition to the established order is moral and not physical. It
is an effort to convince the opponent rather than destroy him.

Further, every law gives the individual the option either
to obey the law or in the alternative to suffer the penalty ibr
disobedience. In the case of immoral lav/s or if the Government
is corrupt the satyagrahi chooses the second alternative and
willingly accepts the punishment imposed by the State.34

As is well known the Magna Gharta and the Declaration
of the Rights of Man legalized the right to resist the State under
certain circurastances. Chapter 61 of the Magna Charta, which
is still, in the words of Hallam3 the keystone of English liberty,
appointed a committee of 25 barons with the recognized right
of resistance to the king as a means of enforcing the provisions
of the charter.35

i-Speeches, p. 532; T. /., p. 938.
33 #., Oct. 30, 1949, p. 293.
34 Hind Swaraj, pp. 70-71.
It may be pointed out that General Smuts, Gandhiji's adversary in So.nli
Africa, considered the satyagraha movement there as a cons-iitutional
movement. Speeches, p. 480. Lord Hardinge, die then Viceroy of India. aL>o
approved of Gandhiji's satyagraha in South Africa. Charles E. Memr.ni
describes Gandhiji's system of civil disobedience as being "within the
borders of legality". See his Political Power, p. 174. Sir Stafford Cripps
considers as legitimate the use of general strike by the working class in a
democracy under certain conditions. G. R. Attlee holds that in ihe ^bseraCo
of democratic means of redress resort to unconstitutional, oven violent,
means to bring about fundamental change is inevitable. Richard Acland
(ed.)3 ir/zy / am a Democrat, contributions by G. R. Attlee and Sir Stafford
Cripps.
35  Gniest holds that the resistance conceded in Chapter 61 was   in